and Holton, however, considered a multichromatic wave source so that it was unnecessary for them to invoke eddy viscosity to smear out the critical level singularity which occurs for a monochromatic wave. The depth scale for the critical layer in (3) was determined by the spectral distribution of the IGW's rather than by viscosity as in (1) . Since atmospheric IGW's are generally multichromatic, Lindzen and Holton's model is likely the more realistic. Moreover, the assertion by Bekofske and Liu that a decrease of the Richardson number at the critical level allows a larger portion of the wave momentum to pass through without being absorbed is incorrect. It is shown in (4) Retinoscopy was used on three subjects to determine the refractive error to eccentricities of 800. When these errors were corrected they found a decrease in the motion threshold and in individual differences. They interpreted these data as implying that motion perception in the periphery was dioptrically rather than retinally limited, and they stated that the relative degradation of off-axis viewing is less for motion than for resolution and that as dioptric variables had been eliminated, the behavioral data and the relevant neurological substrate could be compared.
Their findings are at variance with those expected theoretically for light entering the optical system of the eye at an oblique angle (2, 3) . Taking a typical example, LeGrand (2) We are reasonably certain that the observed improvement in motion thresholds is independent of learning. The data reported in the original paper were obtained only after practice produced no further change in motion detection. In a more extensive study, we have systematically compared improvement in motion detection resulting from practice and feedback both with and without correction as opposed to changes induced only by correction of refractive errors (3) . Under all conditions, correction of refractive error produces the greatest and most consistent improvement.
We had also noted the relatively large improvement in the ability to detect motion with correction for the subject TI, for whom relatively small peripheral refractive errors were recorded. In addition, we noted that the larger the refractive error, the greater the improvement when correction was introduced. The data would be consistent with the hypothesis that perhaps a small refractive error exerts a proportionately greater deleterious effect than larger errors. Substantiation of this hypothesis would be of considerable theoretical as well as practical importance. In the case discussed here, the significant fact is that introduction of correction for every suhbject at all eccentricities lowered motion thresh- (6) .
